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MD001–1 MOX RFP

Section 4.28 was revised to discuss the potential environmental impacts of
operating Catawba, McGuire, and North Anna, the reactors that would use
the MOX fuel, should the decision be made to proceed with the hybrid
approach.  In addition, the reactors selected include only those reactors
whose operational life is expected to last beyond the life of the surplus
plutonium disposition program.  Thus, the Pilgrim reactor was not considered
because it is an older reactor.

MD001–2 General SPD EIS and NEPA Process

DOE does not believe that an additional public hearing in the Northeast is
necessary, since none of the reactors to be used are located there.  All
interested parties were encouraged to comment on the Supplement to the
SPD Draft EIS issued in April 1999.  This Supplement included the
Environmental Synopsis, a description of the affected environment around
the three proposed reactor sites, and analyses of the potential environmental
impacts of operating these reactors using MOX fuel (Appendix P and
Sections 3.7 and 4.28 of this SPD EIS, respectively).  During the 45-day period
for public comment on the Supplement, DOE held a public hearing in
Washington, D.C., on June 15, 1999, and invited comments.  Responses to
those comments are provided in Volume III, Chapter 4.




